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London, Saturday, June 20, 1829.

NON.MEDICAL CORONERS.-MR. VAN ’BUTCHELL.

NON-MEDICAL coroners are becoming
persons of great notoriety ; and the singular
ability and shrewdness with which they exe-
cute the duties of their office, were never 

I
more happily displayed, than on two re-
cent inquests, one on the body of Mr. VAN
BUTCHELL’s patient, the other on the body
of the child who had been treated at the

Kent Dispensary. As the circumstances

connected with the latter inquest are still
under discussion in the newspapers, we

shall abstain from further notice of it at pre-
sent, being desirous of grounding our re-
marks upon a faithful record of facts.

The trial of Mr. EDWARD MARTIN VAN
BUTCHELL on the charge of manslaughter,
which grew out of the former inquest, took
place on Wednesday last at the Old Bailey,
and, as we anticipated, ended in the honour-
able acquittal of the defendant. We stated

on a former occasion our decided opinion,
that NO EVIDENCE could be adduced to jus-
tify a verdict of manslaughter,-and such
proved to be the fact ; for, after the exami-
nation of only two witnesses on the part of
the prosecution, the learned Judge (Baron
HULLOCK) stayed the proceedings with the
observation, that there was no case ; and

subsequently his Lordship remarked, that
" he was not aware of any principle in law,
which would sanction such a prosecution."
" If," said his Lordship, " a patient suffer

at the hands of a licensed practitioner, a re-
medy is provided by the surgeon being
amenable to an action at civil law ; so, like-

wise, with respect to an unlicensed practi-
tioner, who is further amenable to certain

penalties for practising without a license ;
but under no circumstances, except we could

suppose malice, and that the practitioner
wilfully destroyed his patient, could a charge
of felony be sustained." We venture to

say, that there is not a single member of the
profession who has not heard with astonish-
ment of the institution of criminal proceed-
ings against Mr. VAN BUTCHLLL. The

thing was so monstrous-so unjust, that
a feeling of indignation respecting it per-
vaded the public mind. Salus populi, su-
prema lex, is a hacknied, but worthy
adage : it is the duty of government to pro-
vide proper securities for the qualifications
of those, to whose care the lives and health
of the public are committed; and, pro-
vided every facility be afforded for the

cultivation of the requisite knowledge, it
must be admitted, that there is no injustice
in requiring reparation for mischief clearly
resulting from ignorance or rashness. In

the unreduced shoulder case of Mr. PETTI-

GREw, It will be remembered, that damages
were awarded to the extent of seven hun-

dred pounds; and surely if so much was

given for the loss of a limb, the execu-
tors of a patient, in case of death, would be
enabled to maintain an action, for whatever

loss had been sustained, owing to the de-

struction of life, through the ignorance or
daring of an unskilful operator, whether li-
censed or unlicensed. It appears to us, that
if a verdict of manslaughter be maintainable
against a coachman, who, from mere care-
lessness, knocks down and drives the wheels.
of his carriage over a man on the highway,
that a verdict of manslaughter will also lie

against a surgeon, who from carelessness,
wantonness, or ignorance, destroys a per-
son whom he had been employed to-

cure ; if the law be the reverse of this, we
are persuaded, that it would be better

at once to close our hospitals, than ta

keep them open. But, in order that the

public may be enabled to discriminate:

between skilful and unskilful operators y
between the scientific and the unscien-

tific treatment of disease, it is necessary

that, in every instance, the coroner should
have been educated to the medical pro-

fession ; in fact, that all individuals hold.



370

ing the office’ of coroner, should possess a

thorough knowledge not only of medical
science, but of the anatomy and physiology
of the human body. Had the coroner, who

presided at the Inquest held upon the body
of Mr. VAN BUTCHELL’S patient, been a

medical practitioner, we are persuaded that
no such verdict as that of manslaughter
would have been returned. But cases of

this description are multiplying so fast, that
the subject must force its attention upon
the Legislature ; and as we are not aware
that it is likely to interfere with the

boroughmongering interest of either fac-

tion, in all probability in the course of the
next session a new enactment, relative to

the appointment of coroners, will be issued
by the Legislature.
The case of Mr. VAN BUTCHELL, the

learned Judge remarked, was unprecedented.
Had the friends of the deceased thought
proper to pursue the course which was open
to them by law, namely, that of a civil

action, there would have been less appear-
ance of vindictiveness, than in the attempt
to drag a man on such a charge to the

bar of justice as a felon. Mr. VAN BUTCHELL
would have utterly disproved the impu-
tation of ignorance or erroneous prac-

tice ; for, it is evident that the case did

not merely fail in a legal point of view,
but that there was not even the shadow

of a charge against the defendant. A

more idle, unsubstantial, and unfounded

accusation, was never brought into a court
of justice. The patient did not, after the

use of the bougie, complain of violent un-
remitting pain ; on the contrary, he fel1

more easy after the instrument had been

passed. At the post-mortem examination oi
the body, which exhibited signs of intense In-
flammation, there was not, according to the
admission of Mr. Lloyd himself, any faeca’
extravasation. With respect to the precisE
appearance of the opening in the rectum
no evidence was given, Mr. LLOYD simply
stating his belief, that rupture had beet

effected by a blunt instrument; and the

counsel for the defendant endeavcured, on

cross-examination, to show, that as the in.

testines bad suffered much from inflam.

mation, and especially as the small intes.

tines were adherent to the rectum, lacera-

tion of the latter part had probably taken
place in the attempt to separate the adhe-
sions. In forming an opinion, it would be
highly important to know, not only the

exact appearance of the opening, hntlike.
wise the state of the surrounding parts.
The aperture, most likely, was the result of
ulceration, an occurrence not at all uncom.

mon in stricture of the rectum. The evi.

dence, on the inquest alone, was decisive, in
our opinion, that the bougie did not pass
through the gut; for what said the deceased’s
relative. " He (the deceased) told me,
that the operator gave him excruciating
pain while he was passing the instrument,
but that as soon as it was got through he
felt more easy." Now, had the instrument

passed through the gut and torn its way into
a false passage, the pain would have in.

creased at every additional step, and would
have been excruciating indeed ; but the de-
ceased had expressly stated to his relative,
that he was more easy as soon as Mr. VAN

BurenELL had succeeded in passing the in.
strument. This point would have been can.
clusive with a medical coroner, and ought
to have been so with IBlr. LLOYD. The in.

strument used by Mr. VAN BUTCHELL was
as blunt as the extremity of the finger ; it

was not more than five or six inches in

length, and was slightly curved. Now, in
the very curious evidence of Mr. LLOYD,
there is no mention of the existence of a

stricture. Did Mr. VAN BUTCHELL, then,
cure the stricture If so, we may fairly
presume that the instrument passed through
the strictured part, and not into a false

passage. But was there no stricture at all,
which, by some parties, seems to have been
insinuated ? In that case, such an instru-

ment as the one used by Mr. VAN Bur.
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cnEH could not have been passed through
the gut in the situation in which the open-

ing was found ; and we defy Mr. LLOYD to
p2SS such an instrument in that situation,
even through the rectum of a dead body.
If the bougie passed through the gut, it must
have gone somewhere beyond. But Mr.

LLOYD found no sinus or abscess leading
from, or to, the opening in the gut.
Mr. LLOYD’S treatment appears to have

been as curious as his evidence ; for although
there was much tenderness of the abdomen,
with great uneasiness and disposition to

sickness, blood was not abstracted from the

system generally until the third day, the
.patient having died on the seventh day. Mr.
LLOYD assigns as a reason for not bleeding
the patient, the low state of the pulse.
Need we tell Mr. LLOYD, that blood-letting,
in peritoneal inflammation, will raise the
pulse?

Great, however, as are our objections to
Mr. LLOYD’s account of his treatment, and

the evidence that he gave on the trial, they
are still stronger against his having instituted
the post-mortem exantination without the

presence of Mr. VAN BUTCHELL, or of

some friend on his behalf. It was indeli-

cate, unprofessional, and unjust. If Mr.

LLOYD regarded it as beneath his dignity, to
meet a gentleman who is not a member of
the College, surely he might have given
that person an opportunity of requesting a
member of the College to attend for him.
Does Mr. LLOYD object to Mr. VAN

BUTCH ELL, because the latter advertises?

Has not Mr. LLOYD himself advertised ?

Does he forget his two or three columns of
ceitificates without dates’! ? Are there not

several members of the College, who, for
years, have been advertising quacks’! If

there must be pun, give us ever the puff
" direct." Although Alr. VAN BUTCHELL
i- not a member of the College, there are
few men in the profession who would prefer
the assistance of Mr. LLOYD in diseases

of the rectum. Mr. VAN BUTCHELL has had

many years’ experience in these complaints,
and we know that in numberless cases of

great difficulty, he has been pre-eminently
successful, and patients are occasionally
sent to him by some of the first men in the
profession. The last verdict is no victory,
and the proceedings before the coroner,

were at once stupid and infamous.

THE article, by Dr. Blundell, on the Sur-

gery of the Abdomen, printed at page 353
of the present Number, is a portion of the
papers read before the Medico-Chirurgical
Society in the years 1819 and 1823, and
which were alluded to by Dr. Blundell, in
his communication to this Journal,*’ on the

Extirpation of the Uterus. The paper has

recently been published, by permission of
Dr. Blundell, by Mr. Ashwell, at the end of
his excellent practical work on Parturition.
The remainder of the article will be in-

 serted next week.

Vol II. 1827-8.

, A CORRESPONDENT, who styles himself
" A Winchester Surgeon," reminds us of
having, in our 287 th Number, promised to
insert a report of an operation of lithotomy,
published by Mr. J. W. WicKHAM, jun.
We thank our friend for his remembrancer ;
for, in truth, we had forgotten both the
little operator, and his curious performance.
The following is a verbatim copy of Mr.

Wicxxn;H’s report as printed in the YELLOw
FUNGUS, and, from certain peculiarities, it
well merits an attentive perusal.

CASE OF LITHOTOMY, WITH UNUSUAL DIF-

FICULTY IN THE OPERATION, AT THE
WINCHESTER HOSPITAL.

By Mr.W. J. WICKHAM, Jun.

GEORGE LOCK, aetat. four years, was ad-
mitted with calculus in the bladder into the
. Winchester County Hospital, November 12,
1828. The symptoms of stone had com-
menced when he was about fourteen months
old ; his health was otherwise good, but lie
was somewhat emaciated from continued
and very great suffering.


